Several empirical studies have reported a positive relation between male viability and the expression of sexually selected traits, but others have reported a significant negative relation. Using the ability to evade predators as an indicator of male viability, we evaluated the direction of this relationship in a free-ranging population of common pheasants, Phasianus colchicus, which have multiple ornaments and are sexually dimorphic in tail length and in ornaments such as wattles and tarsal spurs. We translocated 72 males into a protected area and radiotracked them during the breeding seasons of 3 years. Before releasing them, we measured their body weight, wing and tail length, wattle height and spur length. Male survivors had larger multiple ornaments, regardless of age, than males that were killed by predators but survival selection on wing length and body weight was nonsignificant, showing that selection on male ornaments was not the result of selection on correlated traits. Positive, negative or neutral relationships theoretically exist between male ornaments and male survival (reviewed in Jennions et al. 2001) . Pure Fisherian models of ornament evolution predict that the relationship is negative (Brooks 2000; Jennions et al. 2001) . In models where male ornaments signal male quality, all directions are theoretically possible (Grafen 1990) , even if researchers often assume that the relationship will be positive when traits are honest advertisements of male quality (reviewed in Price et al. 1993; Höglund & Sheldon 1998) . Those models where males signal their 'genetic viability' assume that males of higher quality are more likely to be in better condition, and males with larger sexual traits need not pay higher absolute costs, because the expression of these traits is correlated with their ability to bear the associated costs (Zeh & Zeh 1988; Jennions et al. 2001) .
Empirical studies have shown positive relationships between male ornaments and male survival in natural conditions, in the black grouse, Tetrao tetrix (Alatalo et al. 1991) , barn swallow, Hirundo rustica (Møller 1991), peacock, Pavo cristatus (Petrie 1992) and common pheasant, Phasianus colchicus (Grahn 1993) . In these studies (except Grahn 1993, which used radiotracking) male mortality was measured by counting the animals that disappeared or failed to return to the study area, which in some cases may confound death with dispersal. All the studies considered only a single ornament, thus preventing the possibility of evaluating the relationship between a combination of secondary sexual traits and male viability. Using the ability to evade predators as an indicator of male viability, we evaluated the direction of this relationship in a free-ranging population of common pheasants.
The common pheasant is a polygynous species with ornamented males that do not participate in parental care. We considered a set of male ornaments known to influence sexual selection in the pheasant: wattles, tail and spurs (Geis & Elbert 1956; Davison 1985; von Schantz et al. 1989; Göransson et al. 1990; Hillgarth 1990; Mateos & Carranza 1995 , 1996 , 1997 . Møller & Pomiankowski (1993) argued that multiple ornaments can provide multiple messages. Each one may reflect a single property of overall male quality, be redundant to a certain extent, or act as an unreliable signal, that, is it may no longer be functional. To investigate which of these explanations might be the case in the common pheasant, we analysed whether multiple ornaments in male pheasants are correlated with male quality, measured as adult survival.
METHODS

Study Area and Period
For 3 years (1991, 1994, 1995) we monitored the survival of 72 wild male common pheasants (Table 1) in 
